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OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 


‘ FILED 


INDEX NO. 09157 YAN 16 2024 


BRONX 


ONY BANK, IMAGINARY PERSON, CIVIL COURT 
ALLEGED PLAINTIFF. , 
BRONX COUNTY 


NOTICE, MOTION TO DISMISS, COUNTERCLAIM, 
AND AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT 


-AGAINST — 


MIRIAM SNYDER, ALLEGED DEFENDANT 
AND COUNTERCLAIM-PLAINTIFF 
xX 
NOTICE, MOTION TO DISMISS, COUNTERCLAIM AND SUPPORTING AFFIDAVIT 


The alleged Defendant Miriam Snyder moves this court for dismissal of the Alleged Plaintiff claims 
pursuant to CPLR § 3211. The Alleged Defendant Miriam Snyder states for her Motion to Dismiss, 
Counterclaim and her Affidavit in support as follows: 


1. 1, Miriam Snyder, Sui Juris, write this Motion to Dismiss and Affidavit in Support to Move the 
Court for Dismissal. This Motion and Affidavit is responding to, and demanding dismissal of the 
alleged index number 01957, which looks fraudulent as it has no year on it and does not look like a 
real index number. I object to this fraudulent looking index number, with no year. 

I am seeking a dismissal based on the organized fraud, fictional administration, betray the 
constitution, denied due process, discriminatory treatment, and deceptive business practices, 
rendered in this matter. 
- I, Miriam Snyder, the alleged defendant demand that this matter is dismissed with prejudice for 

the following reasons: 

1. The alleged Plaintiff cannot establish standing to sue. 

2. There is no evidence that substantiates any jurisdiction in this matter. 

3. There is no contract attached anywhere. 

4. There is no Affidavit by or from the alleged Plaintiff anywhere. 

There is no Verification of the lawsuit. 


6. I have no business relation with the alleged Plaintiff Attorney Cohen, Attorney Registration No. 
1661263, who is a NYS sanctioned for MISCONDUCT debt collector attorney. Please see exhibit 2. He 
is a stranger I have no business with. He is scamming the court system by acting as Plaintiff, Plaintiff 
owner, witness, attorney, injured party, and debt collector. 

7. There is no valid complaint or summons in this matter. I have an expired statute of limitations 

Summons. The Summons was mailed to me after 120 days, it was allegedly filed August 25, 2023, and 

was mailed to me December 26, 2023, and received by mail December 29, 2023. Such improper service 

is objected to and is over the 120 days SUMMONS statute of limitations. Please see the Plaintiff 
expired summons filed in this matter at exhibit 4. Please see the summons envelope showing the 

commencing of this expired summons lawsuit December 26, 2023, at exhibit 3. 

8. I have not been served any summons and complaint regarding this matter. There is no proper 

service. 

9. On December 29, 2023, I received via US Postal Mail, the expired over 120 days alleged Plaintiff’s 
Summons to this matter and the organized fraud complaint attached, with no verification, no 
affidavit, no sworn statement, no real party in interest, no testimony, no standing, and no 
jurisdiction. 

10. The organized fraud Summons is dated August 7, 2023, and August 25, 2023. Both dates are pass 
the 120-day statute of limitation for the Summons mail and criminal door plastering delivery. 

The alleged Plaintiff’s mailing envelope is dated December 26, 2023, which shows no good faith in 
this lawsuit, in that it was intentionally mailed after the 120 days Summons Statute of Limitations. 
Please see exhibit 3, alleged Plaintiff mail envelope. 

11. In addition, the expired statute of limitations summons, and the aggravating harassment 
organized fraud attached complaint was criminally plastered on my front door December 29, 
2023, as a form of public defamation and malice. This expired statute of limitations summons, 
and organized fraud defective complaint was not served on me. To this end, I reinvoke improper 
service with intent to deny me due process and cause me costly and malicious embarrassment. 

12. Another reason for the needed and required dismissal to stop this fraud on the court is, the alleged 
Plaintiff SYNCHRONY BANK, without a live person’s name is an imaginary Plaintiff. Synchrony 


Bank is not a person authorized to file a Summons, Complaint, and or Affidavit. 


13, 


14. 


15. 


16. 
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18. 


19. 


20. 


21. 


The Synchrony Bank corporation, as Plaintiff, with no owner name, is an imaginary person. 
Please see exhibit 1. The Synchrony Bank CEO, corporation owner’s name is missing as Plaintiff 
in the caption. Only live people can sue. 
The court does not have jurisdiction over the subject matter. There is no Plaintiff’s real party of 
interest, there is no affidavit and or verification. There is no affidavit in support of the Complaint 
and there is no verification of anything, 
The defective and harassing complaint exemplifies fraud, and looks to be by a third-party lawyer, 
debt collector and is based on hearsay. 
The pleadings fail to allege any real evidentiary facts or identify any witness or custodian of the 
instruments upon which the complaint is alleging. There is no verification as to any real facts. 
There is no subject matter jurisdiction. 
The Plaintiff has no legal capacity to sue. The attorney is acting as Plaintiff Synchrony Bank, 
Synchrony Bank CEO, The corporation, witness, injured party, debt collector and attorney. It is 
unethical and a form of misconduct to do this and he has a reckless history of Misconduct that 
must be stopped. Please see exhibit 2 David Cohen’s repeated false phenomenon of above the law 
MISCONDUCT charge, at the expense of him repeating the crimes. 
The Plaintiff’s pleading fails to state a cause of action. 
The Plaintiff has obstructed the integrity of the Affirmation, Certification and Affidavit process. 
The alleged Complaint certification of the Plaintiff attorney David Cohen has the following 
summarized defects: (1) is not based on any personal knowledge; (2) it does not contain any facts 
admissible in evidence; (3) it is an unsworn statement, and (4) it affirmatively shows that there is 
no real Plaintiff, no real party in interest, as the complaint does not have anyone who is competent 
to testify to the matters stated. 
The alleged Plaintiffs have overthrown and obstructed the New York Civil Practice Law and Rule 
Section 304. Method of commencing action or special proceeding and service of process which is 
used to ensure that the person alleged to owe money has adequate notice that a legal action has 
been filed against him. The person accused must be served with a valid summons and a copy of the 
complaint. The complaint must have an oath/affidavit consistent with the requirements in the 
NYS Constitution Section 12. 
Furthermore, the fictitious Plaintiff and attorney, they have additionally overthrown and 
obstructed the New York Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 304. Method of commencing action 
or special proceeding. The fictitious Plaintiff with its deceitful and defective complaint unsworn 
certification, no contract, no jurisdiction, no real party in interest, did not and have not served any 
summons, complaint and notice as required by law. Yet, I am being compelled to answer this 
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26. 


27. 


28. 


29. 


fraud or have an organize fraud crime judgment against me. Something is wrong. I am rightfully 
entitled to the counterclaim to deter this fraud. 
The no name Plaintiff criminally initiated litigation with an expired Statute of Limitation 

Summons, coupled with an imaginary and artificial entity. A Corporation cannot sue. The 
Plaintiff, without a live named person, has no standing to sue. Hence it is impossible to have a 
valid lawsuit, but possible to have an imaginary lawsuit, as exemplified in this matter. 

This is a form of witchcraft where everything is corrupted from the beginning, which is the no 
year index number, expired summons, no contract, imaginary Plaintiff, no real party in interest, 
no standing, no verification, no authentication, and no jurisdiction. 

I am submitting this valid time-consuming Motion to Dismiss because I do not entertain witchcraft 
and will not be forced to. The forces of justice and righteousness require this dismissal and the 
counterclaim to deter this organized fraud in the court. 

The Plaintiffs cannot file the required commencement of litigation papers because they do not 
have the authority. 

For the Plaintiff’s artificial, illusionary Plaintiff, expired summons, no affidavit complaint to be 
valid, a valid summons and complaint must be served with process, i.e., a valid summons and copy 
of the complaint. In this matter, there was no personal service, such was not and could not 
happen, because of the corporation's artificial standing. Without jurisdiction over the person, no 
order can be effective to command such person to do anything whatever. The court has no power 
over a person unless it also has in persona jurisdiction. The alleged Defendant’s attached evidence 
does not allow or consent to any jurisdiction, personal and or subject matter. 

This matter must be dismissed pursuant to CPLR 205(a): Dismissal for Lack of Personal 
Jurisdiction, as discussed above. 

The alleged Plaintiff’s defective complaint obstructs, CPLR 4518, Business Records certification 
or authentication. None of the alleged Plaintiff’s documents have a signature, much more, 
certification or authentication. The alleged Plaintiff's defective complaint, the attached complaint 
with no supporting affidavit, with an expired summons and a defective unsworn complaint 
certification, was backed by inadmissible hearsay and organized fraud, Synchrony Bank 

captioned fictional computer print outs papers. Please see exhibits 4-11. 

This matter must be dismissed as the Plaintiffs lack of a written contract obstructs U.C.C. § 2-201 


which establishes a writing requirement for all contracts and contract enforceability. 
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The Plaintiffs defective complaint obstructs 22 NYCRR § 130 -1.1-A requires that "by signing a 
paper, an attorney or party certifies that, to the best of that person's knowledge, information and 
belief, formed after an inquiry reasonable under the circumstance, the presentation of the paper 
or the contentions therein are not frivolous as defined in subsection 130-1.1(c)." 22 NYCRR § 130 
-1.1(c). 

The conspirator Attorney, David Cohen offered a useless and improper unsworn Complaint 
certification with a nonexistent notarization. His complaint certification must be stricken because 
as certification specialist or Declarant, he lacks competency to testify to the matters stated in the 
Complaint. For example, in paragraphs 9 and 11 of Attorney, Plaintiff and Debt Collector, in this 
matter, David Cohen’s, certification verbiage, he references imaginary money liabilities, yet he is 
not the Synchrony Bank money agent or manager and has no knowledge or ledger to substantiate 
his phenomena. 

Repeated MISCONDUCT Conspirator and Attorney, David Cohen merely states his title as the 
undersigned attorney. Based on Cohen’s very own admissions, and his non-existent wet ink 
signature, he could not and did not establish the factual basis for certification competence. 

These non-certifications coupled with the non- relevant, and harassing unsigned computer print 
outs, with no firsthand knowledge affidavits, certifies that Attorney David Cohen’s papers 
submitted are harassing, meritless and inflicted to undermine and obstruct constitutional 
protections embedded in due process of law. I object to such. 

Unsworn Declarant, Attorney, Cohen does not have and does not state he has any personal 
knowledge to the issues in this matter, because he does not, and therefore cannot set out any facts 
that would be admissible in evidence. The alleged Plaintiff’s Attorney’s certification clearly shows 
that he is not competent to testify to the matters stated in his certification. 

The Plaintiffs have overthrown and obstructed CPLR 4401, they have failed to establish a prima 
facie case and have injured alleged Defendant while doing so, BY PLASTERING THIS FRAUD 
ON HER DOOR AND BY COMMITING THE FOLLOWING CRIMES: 


The Plaintiffs have no jurisdiction pursuant to CPLR Section 3211(a)( 5). Jurisdiction over the 
subject. There is no real party in interest, no injured party, and no contract. 

The Plaintiffs have failed to state a cause of action pursuant to CPLR Section 3211(a)(7)); Failure 
to state a cause of action. There is no Plaintiff contract, and the complaint, has only an artificial 


and imaginary Plaintiff, with no name. These are grounds for dismissing this organized fraud. 
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44. 


The Plaintiff filed its claim against the alleged defendant alleging a claim of “Suit on Money 
Owed.” There is no such claim under the law of the State of New York. 

If Plaintiff is claiming a breach of contract, the claim must fail because the complaint alleges 
neither the existence nor terms of any contract. Instead, Plaintiff attaches an unverified 
“statement” of bill purporting to be a statement of money owed, at some point in time, but stating 
neither the terms of any contract nor, obviously, that such statement was not paid. Above all, 
there is no contract. 

To state a breach of contract under the state law of New York a complaint must have a contract, 
its agreement, breach, and damages. Plaintiff's Complaint fails in every regard. 

Plaintiff’s claims are so fraudulent that he/she//it does not even allege an account and the payment 
or disbursal of money. Alleging that it has “performed all conditions on its part’ is so vague and 
meaningless, especially since it does not even name its cause of action. 

The court does not have jurisdiction over the person, the Alleged Defendant, because the court 
cannot proceed in the absence of a person who should be a party. The Complaint is defective and 
there is no affidavit or testimony anywhere. Plaintiff’s Complaint has no real party and no injured 
party. 

Basic affidavit, oath and or verification rules state that affidavits submitted by a party must be 
made on personal knowledge and must set forth facts that would be admissible in evidence. There 
is no Plaintiff affidavit. There is no Plaintiff statement made under oath by real witnesses, no 
genuine documentary evidence and in fact, no evidence from the real party appear in the frivolous 
and summons expired lawsuit mailed. These deceptive tactics undermine the integrity of the 
litigation process and invokes the appearance of fraud. All the above and below noted Plaintiff’s 
deceptive acts are objected to. 

Misconduct Attorney, David Cohen, who signed the alleged Plaintiff’s complaint does not have 
firsthand knowledge of the facts stated in the Complaint and did not present the Plaintiff’s 
affidavit in support of the Complaint as required under law. As such he is not competent in mind 
and body to testify, declare, certify and or affirm any facts stated in this matter as true, correct, 
and complete in all material fact. The Attorney provides no evidence of being an authorized agent. 


Again, the complaint is defective. there is no verification of anything. 
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50. 


The Fair Debt Collections Act states that under 15 U.S.C. § 1692e, a debt collector, in this matter, 
Attorney David Cohen, may not use any false, deceptive, or misleading representation or means in 
connection with the collection of any debt. All the above noted Plaintiff debt collection acts 
exemplify deceptive practices and false and misleading representations. 

The FDCPA prohibits false representation of the character, amount, or legal status of any debt." 
15 U.S.C. § I 692e (2) (A). Such a prohibition also includes the "use of any false representation or 
deceptive means to collect or attempt to collect any debt." 15 U.S.C. § 1692e (10). Attorney David 
Cohen’s organized fraud complaint with NO NOTICE, NO AFFIDAVIT, NO VERIFICATION, 
NO CONTRACT, NO VALID SUMMONS, NO REAL PARTY IN INTEREST, NO INJURED 
PARTY, NO JURISDICATION, AND MORE epitomizes false representation of the character, 


amount, and legal status of any debt." the attorney is demanding. 
COUNTERCLAIM 


The FDCPA prohibits the "use of unfair or unconscionable means to collect or attempt to collect 
any debt." 15 U.S.C. § 1692f. Nor "engage in any conduct the natural consequence of which is to 
harass, oppress, or abuse any person in connection with the collection of a debt." 15 U.S.C. § 
1692d. All of Attorney David Cohen’s defective documents noted above, his acts, and the exhibits 
attached hereto exemplify conduct towards Miriam Snyder that served to harass, oppress, abuse, 
and discriminate, treat differently. Had the alleged defendant, not been a person of color, he 
would have never treated her this way with his ruthless and reckless, repeated legal abuse, deceit, 
trickery, and reckless organized fraud attached documents. 

Attorney Cohen maliciously communicated and publicized false, defective, malicious, and expired 
statute of summons and complaint information on the alleged Defendants door when he plastered 
his defective complaint and summons on my door, he did so in violation of FDCPA § 1692 d and § 
1692 e(10). 

Attorney Cohen violated FDCPA § 1692 g(a)(3) by never stating the alleged Defendants Right to 
Dispute within 30 Days. 

Attorney Cohen violated 15 U.S.C. §1692f in that his actions were an unfair and/or 
unconscionable means to collect an alleged default debt for the reasons set forth in the paragraphs 


immediately preceding. 


51. 


Attorney Cohen violated the FDCPA, 15 U.S.C. §§ 1692d, 1692e, 1692e (2)(A), 1692e (10) and 1692 
f by making false and misleading representations and engaging in unfair and abusive practices. 
His violations include, but are not limited to: 

Posting multiple nonexistent and defaming money demands on my apartment door which 
effectuated harm in my privacy, and reputation. 

Harassing me with and mailing me a defective Complaint with no real party of interest alleging 
money was due, with no contract in sight, when in fact no such thing was/is due. 

Attorney David Cohen has concocted this case as if he had an account of the facts necessary, when 
in fact he does not. 

Misrepresenting that he is in possession of or could obtain documentation evidencing that a debt is 
owed, when in fact he does not possess and cannot obtain such documentation. 

Using fraudulent collection stratagems to extract money from me such as maliciously advertising 
MULTIPLE page money demands on my apartment door and sending me the above attached 
defective and false representations demonstrating a clear-cut defective Complaint by a 
corporation with no live person in the caption, while the defective Complaint has no contract. All 
of this has been done in obstruction of § 1692 g(B) which states that: Collector must cease 
collection efforts until debt is validated. 

Attorney David Cohen is deliberately using the litigation process to obstruct procedural rules and 


for instituting treasonous deceptive business practices, harassing, and exploiting debt collection. 


. The Complaint is not properly verified by Affirmation under Penalty of Perjury by and as such 


must be stricken from the court record as it is not admissible as evidence under the F.R.E. and 
New York Rules of Evidence and Uniform Rules § 202.12-a(f) due to the lack of any Fact 
Testimony under Oath. Again, attorney Cohen has refused to perform duties required by law. The 
attorney’s defective papers constitute serious misrepresentation and construed fraud upon the 
court and me, coupled with harassment and exploitation. Please take judicial notice that there is 
no identification of the Synchrony Bank owner, the alleged Plaintiff as the party in the caption. 
The Attorney is acting as witness, lawyer, debt collector, Plaintiff and Synchrony Bank owner, 


Alleged Defendant objects to such. 


. The CEO of Synchrony Bank is the living person alleged to be Plaintiff, yet his name is not set off 


or specified within the caption of the Complaint anywhere and there is no affidavit or oath from 
the alleged Synchrony CEO. Such deceit is objected to because it is unclear as to who is using legal 


process to harass and exploit me for a little over $2000.00. A court proceeding was not necessary. 


I. 
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53. 


54. 


55. 


56. 
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Attorney Cohen’s Complaint defects, the unsworn and invalid certification, the no injured party, 
no affidavit or testimony, along with no jurisdiction, no affidavit in support of the Complaint, and 
overall frivolous and harassing Complaint, warrants dismissal, based on clear unclean hands and 


deceit. 


The Alleged Defendant invokes her rights under the Fair Debt Collection Act, 15 U.S.C. §1692k: 
DEBT COLLECTOR CIVIL LIABILITY ENTITLED RELIEF of $1,000.00 offset for attorney 
Cohen’s relentless and unwarranted harassment. 

Plaintiff/Counter-Alleged Defendant COHEN, alleged attorney on behalf of IMAGINARY 
PERSON SYNCHRONY BANK, which is a corporation actively involved in targeting people of 
color and conducting discriminatory practices. An example of such, is the criminal infliction of 
this legally abusive, fictional administration, organized fraud, no authority, no jurisdiction, 
defective papers, lawsuit on me because of my race and sex. This attorney Cohen fraud has been 
inflicted on me while he has been sanctioned for previous, patterned and practiced, deceitful and 
ruthless debt collection MISCONDUCT practices, particularly for impersonating creditors. Please 
see exhibit 2 this is documentation of Attorney Cohen’s history of discriminatory and ruthless debt 
collection fraud, misconduct, and malfeasance. 

Plaintiff/Counter-Alleged Defendant COHEN has committed these creditor impersonation crimes, 
repeatedly, under the disguise of business in Bronx County with Synchrony Bank. 
Plaintiff/Counter-Alleged Defendant COHEN’s attached Deceptive Forms impersonating the 
creditor are attached as exhibits 4-11. 

Plaintiff/Counter-Alleged Defendant COHEN creditor impersonation crimes violate FDCPA § 
1692 j Forms been designed, compiled and/or furnished to create the false belief that person other 
than creditor is collecting. 

Plaintiff/Counter-Alleged Defendant, Attorney Cohen is an attorney collecting debts for 
merchants and conducting business in Bronx County. 

At all times relevant to this counterclaim, Attorney Cohen has been regularly engaged in 
purchasing debts from Merchants and instituting lawless legal actions against alleged debtors to 
collect the debts, and is, accordingly, a “debt collector” as defined by the Fair Debt Collection 
Practices Act (FDCPA), 15 U.S.C. sec. 1692a. 
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67. 


The Debt Collector Attorney Plaintiff/Counter-Alleged Defendant COHEN purchased an alleged 
delinquent debt allegedly due the Plaintiff, with no knowledge whatsoever of the legitimacy or 
underlying facts of that alleged debt. 
Attorney Cohen Debt Collector, has now, and at the time of filing its Complaint against Alleged 
Defendant, had, no information whatever regarding the validity of the debt it alleges was due. 
COUNT I 
VIOLATION OF NEW YORK GENERAL BUSINESS LAW § 349 ET SEQ, 
NYS DECEPTIVE BUSINESS PRACTICES ACT 
Alleged Defendant realleges and incorporates each of the preceding allegations, as if fully stated 
herein. 
Pursuant to New York General Business Law § 349 ET SEQ, the imaginary Plaintiff and attorney 
Cohen were required to allege each fact of Alleged Defendant’s alleged default. 
For purposes of clarity, in this counterclaim, the Imaginary Person Synchrony Bank Plaintiff, and 
Debt Collector David Cohen, will be addressed as the Counter Defendants and or Conspirators. 
Miriam Snyder, the Counter Plaintiff, in this Counterclaim, will be addressed as Affiant and 
Counter Plaintiff. 
The Counter Defendants Synchrony and the attorney have failed to allege any facts showing the 
true party in interest of the alleged debt in question or whether they have legal capacity to sue in 
New York State. 
Conspirator David Cohen failed to allege any facts regarding how the alleged debt was incurred, 
when any payments were made by who, and in what amounts, or any information regarding the 
composition of the alleged debt. 
Additionally, debt collector and conspirator, David Cohen, drafted the Complaint with the false 
claim that he was the actual creditor and indicated that some agent of Synchrony Bank had 
personal knowledge of the alleged debt, even though the alleged debt was merely assigned to the 
attorney and the attorney did not have any personal knowledge. 
Further, the Counter Defendants failed to attach a copy of alleged contract and the affidavit in 
support of the Complaint showing any liability, although it falsely implied that it did so. 
The Counter Defendants Complaint was drafted in a manner, with an intent, to deceive the court 
and Counter Plaintiff, into believing that the Counter Defendants had information sufficient to 
support a judgment, whereas in fact the Counter Defendants do not even have an affidavit from 


the Synchrony Bank no repartee in interest. 
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68. 


69. 


70. 


71. 


12s 


The Counter Defendants violation of New York General Business Law § 349 Et Seq, 

is on-going, extensive, and intentional, and exhibits an evil motive or reckless indifference to the 
rights of Counter Plaintiff Snyder, as well as to consumers generally. Attorney Cohen was unable 
to present admissible evidence of the entire chain of assignment of the underlying debt in this 
matter. Noticeably missing was the name of the Corporation’s Chief Executive Order who 
allegedly entered into an agreement with Counter Plaintiff Snyder. 

Attorney Cohen acting as the alleged Counter Defendant Synchrony Bank, actions constitute a 
pattern and practice of unlawful and oppressive misconduct, which is deliberately misleading the 
Affiant Snyder and courts regarding the validity of the Conspirators Complaint. The Counter 
Defendants cannot provide the Court with documentary proof of the alleged Plaintiff and claim in 
the instant action establishing Plaintiff’s prima facie case or legal standing. 

The Plaintiff mail fraud is exemplified in their attached false pretense documents. Please see 
exhibits 4-11. The sending of Plaintiff’s artificial person Complaint, with, an unsworn 
certification, with no authority, no summons, no complaint, no Notice, no affidavit, and no proper 
index number exemplify false representations and imaginary/artificial default amounts. 

As a result of the alleged Plaintiff’s violation of New York General Business Law § 349 Et Seq, 
Counter-Plaintiff Snyder suffered a loss of time and money in that Snyder incurred fees, various 
expenses, loss of time and work, and emotional embarrassment and suffering, and anxiety, over 
the bringing of Misconduct Conspirator Cohen’s fictitious lawsuit and criminally plastering such 
on her front door. 

The creation of a frivolous Complaint with no supporting affidavit, no real party in interest, no 
injured party, unauthenticated documents, and a lawless certification with the attorney’s unsworn 
statements, coupled with the attorney Cohen acting as witness, lawyer, Plaintiff, and Bank owner, 
and debt collector, in this matter, at the same time, exemplify attorney acts that are criminal, 
plotted, calculated, reinvoke misconduct, and violate Judiciary Law § 487. These deceptive 


attorney acts establish plotted consent to deceive and collusion, pursuant to: 


N.Y. Judiciary Law § 487 inter alia provide that an attorney is guilty of a misdemeanor and is 
liable for treble damages to the aggrieved party if the attorney:"... is guilty of any deceit or 
collusion, or consents to any deceit or collusion, with the intent to deceive the court or any party." 
See McKinney's Judiciary Law § 487; see also Oakes v. Muka, 56 A.D.3d 1057, 868 N.Y.S.2d 796 
(3d Dept. 2008). 


11 


73. Wherefore, Counter Plaintiff Snyder prays this honorable Court to enter a judgment against 
Counter Defendants Cohen and Synchrony Bank, awarding Counter Plaintiff Snyder actual and 
punitive damages, administrative fees for time reasonably expended in pursuit of this claim, for 
consequential and incidental damages, costs of suit, and for such other and further relief as this 
court deems appropriate in all the circumstances. 

COUNT II - FDCPA VIOLATIONS 

74. Counter Plaintiff Snyder realleges and incorporates as if fully set forth herein and in the above 
paragraphs of this Counterclaim. 

75. Attorney Cohen is a debt collector within the scope and meaning of the FDCPA. 

76. The Complaint is a means (as defined by the FDCPA, sec. 1692e) used by Counter Defendant 
Synchrony Bank to collect a debt allegedly owed by Snyder, and further are “communications” as 
defined by the FDCPA, 1692a(2). 

77. In its attempt to collect an alleged debt from Snyder, Debt Collector Cohen violated the Fair Debt 
Collection Practices Act in the following ways: 

a. By falsely, deceptively, or misleadingly stating or implying that the Corporation, with no 
owner’s name, was the actual Merchant and Plaintiff, when the Plaintiff/Merchant or agent is the living 
person alleged to be David Cohen and deceptively not putting the name of the living person on the 
Complaint. The Cohen has refused to state clearly who is the owner of Synchrony Bank who has filed the 
case against Snyder. David Cohen, by refusing to put the name of the owner of the Corporation or its 
agent on the Complaint as required under law, has enforced deceptive business practices. The Synchrony 
Bank entity has implied that the attorney is an assignee of an alleged debt by not including the statement 
that the alleged debt had been assigned to him. 

b. By not producing anywhere and anytime any Affidavit of Synchrony Bank agents and by 
falsely, deceptively, or misleadingly implying or suggesting that its agent had actual knowledge of the 
facts supporting the defective Synchrony Bank Complaint. Cohen has refused to include an affidavit 
claiming that the debt was “true and correct” or fair or accurate. 

Cc. By falsely, deceptively and misleadingly pleading that the amount of money being sought 
was “justly due and owing” when such information was outside the knowledge of the attorney. 

d. By falsely, deceptively, or misleadingly implying there was a required “verification” 
attached to its Complaint, when there is none. There is also no affidavit in support of the Complaint, at 
all. 

e. By attempting to collect attorney fees that have not, on information and belief, been 


actually expended, or which have no reasonable basis for being charged. 
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f. By including an original creditor statement and aligning such fraud with CPLR, while not 
having on affidavit, exemplifies false or misleading statements. 

g. By concocting an alleged Counter Plaintiff payment, implying that the attorney possessed 
actual knowledge of the alleged debt involved in this litigation. 

h. By NOT attaching an affidavit to the expired statute of limitations summons and 
Complaint mailed to Snyder, but more than likely, and again, providing such document to court. This 
type of corruption is in his MISCONDUCT DEBT COLLECTION HISTORY. Incidentally, such is also 
an “ex parte” communication, and unfair as a breach of the Rules of Civil Procedure and legal ethics. 

i. By filing an unsubstantiated Complaint with multiple non validated money demands in 
violation of 15 U.S.C. sec. 1692d and 1692e. 

j- By mailing the Affiant an expired statute of limitation Summons, with the attached bogus 
Complaint with no required supporting affidavit, in violation to the affidavit requirement in CPLR § 
2214. 

78. As a direct and proximate result of Plaintiff’s violation of the FDCPA, Counter-Plaintiff 
Snyder has suffered emotional distress, inconvenience, embarrassment, humiliation and pain and 
suffering, as well as financial costs incident to defending this fictitious suit brought against her. 

Wherefore, Counter-Plaintiff Snyder prays this honorable court to enter a judgment against David 
imaginary Synchrony Bank with its David Cohen impersonation, awarding Snyder actual and statutory 
damages, reasonable lawyer and administrative fees, costs of suit, and for such further and additional relief as 


this court deems just in all the circumstances. 


Affiant Miriam Snyder recognizes this special proceeding’s limited relief power, however asks the court 
to compensate her in the most meaningful way possible to deter attorney David Cohen’s patterned and 
practiced, misconduct and violations of law cited in this Motion to Dismiss, Counterclaim and Affidavit 


in Support. 


In closing, the evidence shows, Miriam Snyder is entitled to the below damages and compensation, due to 
David Cohen’s patterned, practiced, and repeated DEBT COLLECTOR ATTORNEY MISCONDUCT, 
deceptive business practices, FDCPA violations and organized debt collection fraud. Affiant seeks to be 


awarded entitled relief pursuant to: 
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SNYDER’S ACCOUNTING AND BILLA VERA (TRUE BILL) 
COMPUTED AS FOLLOWS AND TOTALS 
$5,000.00 
N.Y. Gen. Bus. Law §§ 349(a), 350-a(1) prohibit deceptive acts: $1000.00 
N.Y. Gen. Bus. Law § 349(b); Restitution for consumers: $1000.00 
N.Y. Gen. Bus. Law § 350-d (up to $5000 per violation) Civil penalty amount for violations 
N.Y. Gen. Bus. Law §§ 349(h), 350-3(3) Compensatory damages: $,1000.00 


N.Y. Gen. Bus. Law § 349(h) allows treble damages but capped at $1000. N.Y. Gen. Bus. 
Law § 350-e(3) allows treble damages with a $10,000 cap. Multiple or punitive Damages” 
$1,000.00 


FDCP Section 1692k i) any actual damage sustained because of the violation; Smith v. 
Law Offices of Mitchell Kay, 124 B.R. 182 (D. Del 1991) (actual damages for emotional 
distress under the FDCPA can be proved independently of state law requirements for a 
tort action); ii) statutory damages of up to $1,000; Wright v. Finance Service of Norwalk, 
22 F.3d 647 (6th Cir. 1994): $500.00 

FDCPA Section 1692k incidental and Administrative Defense Fees: $500.00 


WHEREFORE the Counter-Plaintiff and Affiant, Miriam Snyder, based on substantial evidence 
attached and against the above noted previously sanctioned, Attorney David Cohen, acting as 
Plaintiff, witness, attorney, and debt collector and more, in this matter, Affiant seeks the maximum 
amount this court can order and immediate dismissal of the attached David Cohen criminal creditor 


impersonation complaint, debt collector concoction, with no contract, no affidavit, no standing, no 


jurisdiction, no injured party, no named Plaintiff, no real party of interest anywhere and much more 
deceit. I pray for and respectfully request the granting of the above Counterclaim for a minimum of 
$5,000.00. I submit the attached exhibit 12 Memorandum of Law in support of the attached Motion to 


Dismiss and Counterclaim to deter the repeated criminal practices of attorney David Cohen. Thank 


you. 


Miriam Snyder Counter-Plainti 
mirisnia@)aol.com 

3230 Cruger Avenue 6B 
Bronx, New York 10467 
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CIVIL COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF BRONX 
Xx 


INDEX NO. 09157 


SYNCHRONY BANK, IMAGINARY PERSON, 
MISSING NAME, ALLEGED PLAINTIFF, 


AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF AFFIANT’S MOTION 
TO DISMISS AND COUNTERCLAIM 
-AGAINST - 


MIRIAM SNYDER, ALLEGED DEFENDANT, 
COUNTERCLAIM PLAINTIFF, AND AFFIANT 
xX 


I MIRIAM SNYDER, being duly sworn deposes and says: 

1. This Notarized Affidavit is in support of the attached Affiant’s Motion to Dismiss, Counterclaim and 
the exhibits. 

2.1 Miriam Snyder counterclaim real party in interest in this action, I have personal knowledge, 
competency and experience regarding this harassing, fictitious, and defective lawsuit. I attest to the 
veracity of each paragraph in the attached Motion to Dismiss, Counterclaim and the exhibits. 

3.1 attest to the fact that the attached Motion and Counterclaim, are true, accurate and correct. 

4.1 have no record, or competent evidence of any of the alleged Plaintiff's allegations in the Complaint. 

5. Iam not in receipt of any document which verifies that the Plaintiff’s attorney, David Cohen, has or 
has had any permission, consent, or permissible purpose to act as witness and attorney in this matter. 
The Plaintiff's Attorney Cohen’s Complaint is defective. It does not have the required Complaint 
verification, affidavit, summons, and or real party in interest. The certification the Complaint has is 
based on hearsay and has no firsthand or personal knowledge. Such renders the attorney’s Complaint 
and other documents improper, defective, and sanctionable. 

6. The Plaintiff's attorney has not proven with certified documentation (contract or written agreement) 
establishing any business relationship or permissible purpose for acting as witness. 

7. Plaintiff’s Attorney cannot and has not proffered any evidence to support his claims for a Complaint 
and has not presented any permissible reason for his sanctionable practices of acting as attorney and 
witness, at the same time, in this matter. 

8. There is no record establishing who or what live agent the attorney is representing as he has presented 


hearsay concoctions to support his frivolous, harassing, and meritless Complaint. 
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9. The attorney’s Complaint without an affidavit, witness or live and breathing agent who has com petent, 
personal, and authentic knowledge, is fatally obstructive. 

10. In plain English, the Plaintiff has failed to produce any authenticated firsthand witness or evidence 
that is 2 permissible purpose for Plaintiff's Complaint. There is no Plaintiff affidavit in support of the 
Complaint as required under law. There is no jurisdiction. 

11. The Plaintiffs unsworn Declaration, uncertified pleadings and exhibits are devoid of foundation and 
relevant facts and are objected to. 

12. The Plaintiff's Complaint is in bad faith and bogus as it is improper, lacking competency. The 
Plaintiff's unsworn pleadings are not based upon any declarants Personal Knowledge. As a threshold 
matter, the admissibility of an affidavit rests upon the affiant having personal knowledge as to the 
matters stated therein. 

13.1 further attest to, object, and seek judicial regulation of the Plaintiff's egregious tactics used to 
deceitfully file and try to win a lawsuit, including the use of organized fraud and legal abuse as 
exemplified in the Plaintiff's deceitful Complaint and documents. 

14. I invoke the attached Memorandum of Law in support of the attached Motion to Dismiss and 
Counterclaim to deter the repeated criminal practices of attorney David Cohen. 

15. In closing, the Plaintiff's organized fraud certification and repeated misconduct in prosecution of civil 
proceedings should not be permitted to continue to employ the judiciary to achieve its ends where 
Affiant asks the court for immediate relief and protection. Further, this Suri Juris, Counter-Plaintiff 
and Affiant, respectfully request the court to approve her Counterclaim, to effectively deter David 
Cohen’s criminal, sanctionable, and repeated, history of LITIGATION MISCONDUCT. Please see 
exhibit 2. 

Hy \ AFFIDAVIT 


On the Zz day of January 2024/1, Miriam Snyder, Affiant and Counterclaimant hereby attest 
that the above testimonials in Adfidavit, the attached Motion to Dismiss, Counterclaim and the 
exhibits, are true, correct, and accurate. I hereby further affirm that the basis of these statements is 
my own direct knowledge, personal experience, and historical facts invo This notarized affidavit 
with my signature verifies the truth in this sworn Dec } 
YUSSUF D. ADEY! : 
NOTARY PUBLIC-STATE OF NEW YORK 
No.0 ae ae - Miriam Snyder, Affiant 
Quaiili rie cers page S| mirisni@)aol.com 
My RE re trare 3230 Cruger Avenue 6B 
Bronx, New York 10467 


Affirm before me _ (2, day of MAGS, 2024. 
A 


Notary Signature , : Commission Expires: Seal 
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CIVIL COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF BRONX 
xX 


INDEX NO. 09157 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


SYNCHRONY BANK, IMAGINARY PERSON, 
MISSING NAME, ALLEGED PLAINTIFF, 


-AGAINST - 


MIRIAM SNYDER, ALLEGED DEFENDANT, 
COUNTERCLAIM PLAINTIFF, AND AFFIANT 
xX 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
On this 127 day of January 2024, I, Miriam Snyder certify that I have mailed Plaintiff’s Attorney 
DAVID COHEN and the below named authorities a copy of the foregoing Motion to Dismiss, 
Counterclaim, Affidavit in Support of the Dismissal and Counterclaim, and exhibits, by mailing and 


emailing accordingly to the below addresses. 


CLERK’S OFFICE: HAND DELIVERED JANUARY 15, 2024 


BRONX COUNTY - CIVIL 
851 GRAND CONCOURSE 
BRONX, NY 10451 


LATISHA JAMES, NYS ATTORNEY GENERAL 
OFFICE OF THE NEW YORK STATE ATTORNEY 
GENERAL, 


ATTORNEY DAVID COHEN: CERTIFIED MAIL USPS RECEIPTS ATTACHED, JANUARY 12, 2024 fel tee 


SELIP & STYLIANOU, LLP https://ag.ny.gov/contact-attorney-general-letitia- 
199 CROSSWAYS PARK DRIVE ames 


WOODBURY, NY 11797-9004 


REPEATED ATTORNEY DEBT COLLECTION MISCONDUCT: SENT CERTIFIED USPS MAIL 


GRIEVENCE COMMITTEE FOR TENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
SUPREME COURT, STATE OF NEW YORK 

APPELLATE DIVISION, SECOND DEPARTMENT 

45 MONROE PLACE 

BROOKLYN, NY 11201 


FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION, https://reportfraud.ftc.gov/#/ 
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

ROOM CC-5206 

600 PENNSYLVANIA AVE., NW 

WASHINGTON, DC 20580 

GENERAL INQUIRIES: (202) 326-3527 

FAX: (202) 326-2034 


CONSUMER FINANCIAL PROTECTION BUREAU, https://www.consumerfinange.gov/complaint/ 
PO BOX 27170 
WASHINGTON, DC 20038 NN eee 


MIRIAM SNYDER, ALLEGED DEFENDANT, 
COUNTERCLAIM PLAINTIFF, AND AFFIANT 
MIRISNI@AOL.COM 

3230 CRUGER AVENUE 6B 

BRONX, NEW YORK 10467 
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EXHIBIT 1 
THE BELOW IS THE DEFINITION OF A CORPORATION SHOWING THAT THE LEGAL 
STANDING OF A CORPORATION IS AN ARTIFICIAL PERSON, MEANING A LIVE PERSON HAS 
TO SUE BECAUSE AN IMAGINARY PERSON CAN NOT SUE. THE NAME OF A LIVE PLAINTIFF 
IS REQUIRED ON THE COMPLAINT. THE COMPLAINT IS DEFECTIVE WITHOUT A LIVE 
PERSON. THERE IS NO JURISDICTION, NO AUTHORITY TO SUE. 


The Law Dictionary 


Featuring Black's Law Dictionary Free Online Legal Dictionary 2nd Ed. 


What is CORPORATION? 


An artificial person or legal entity created by or under the authority of the laws of a state or 


nation, composed, in some rare instances, of a single person and his successors, being the incumbents of a 
particular oltice, but ordinarily consisting of an association of numerous individuals, who subsist as 

a body politic under a special denomination, which is regarded In law as having a personality and 
existence distinct from that of its several members, and which is, by the same authority, vested with the 
capacity of continuous succession, irrespective of changes in its membership, either in perpetuity or for a 
limited term of years, and of acting as a unit or single individual in matters relating to the common 
purpose of the association, within the scope of the powers and authorities conferred upon such bodies by 
law. See Case of Sutton's Hospital, 10 Coke. 32; Dartmouth College v. Woodward, 4 Wheat. 518, 636, 
657. 4 L. Ed. 629; U. S. v. Trinidad Coal Co., 137 U. S. 160, 11 Sup. Ct. 57. 34 L. Ed. 640; Andrews Bros. 
Co. v. Youngstown Coke Co., 86 Fed. 585, 30 C. C. A. 293; Porter v. Railroad Co., 76 111. 573; State v. 
Payne, 129 Mo. 468, 31 S. W. 797. 33 L. R. A. 576; Farmers' L. & T. Co. v. New York, 7 Hill (N. Y.) 2S3; 
State BL.LAW DICT.(2D ED.) 


Law Dictionary: What is CORPORATION? definition of CORPORATION (Black's Law Dictionary) 
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EXHIBIT 2 


Selip & Stylianou, LLP is a law firm specializing 
Jersey. S&S was founded in 2003 as Cohen & Slamowitz, LLP which was 


founded by and Mitchell Slamowitz. In 2014 Cohen & Slamowitz, LLP, AND 


The firm name changed to Selip & Stylianou, LLP in 2014. 


* Ranking determined by the overall number of debt collection complaints to the Consumer Financial 


Protection Bureau (CFPB) as of year-end 2015 and should be considered in context of company size and/or 
EErab Gg Se ie SIGE LT oe 


market share. See the 
Supreme Court of the State of New Gork 
Appellate Division: Second Judicial Department 


D39105 
Wirhu 


AD3d 


RANDALL T_ ENG, P.J. 
WILLIAM F. MASTRO 
REINALDO E. RIVERA 
PETER B.SKELOS 
CHERYL E. CHAMBERS, JJ. 


2008-10218 OPINION & ORDER 


In the Matter of Cohen & Slamowitz, LLP, ct al., 
attorneys and counsclors-at-law. 


Gricvance Committee for the Tenth Judicial District, 
petitioner; Law Firm of Cohen and Slamowitz, LLP, 
et al., respondents. 


{Attorncy Registration No. 1661263) 


DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDING instituted by the Gncvance Committee for the 
Tenth Judicial District. By decision and order on application of this Court dated January 15, 2009, 


the Gricvance Committee for the Tenth Judicial District was authorized to institute and prosecute 


a disciplinary procecding against the law firm of Cohen & Slamowitz, LLP, and David A. Cohen; 


a principal of the law firm of Cohen & Slamowitz, LLP, based upon the acts of professional 
misconduct sect forth in a petition dated November 3, 2008, and the issucs were referred to the 
Honorable Charics F. Cacciabaudo, as Special Referee, to hear and report. By decision and order 
on motion dated July 9, 2009, the Honorable Charles F. Cacciabaudo was relicved, and the tssucs 
were referred to the Honorable Joseph A. Esquirol, Jr_, as Special Referec, to hcar and report. By 
further decision and order on motion dated March 12, 2010, the Honorable Joseph A. Esquirol, Jr_, 


was reliewed, and the issues were referred to the Honorable Kenncth A. Davis, as Special Referee, 


February 13, 2014 
MATTER OF COHEN & SLAMOWITZ, LLP 
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EXHIBIT 3 
THE BELOW PLAINTIFF ENVELOPE IS DATED DECEMBER 26, 2023. THE DATE IS PASSED 
THE 120 DAYS ON THE SUMMONS. THIS IS PURE HARASSMENT AND ABUSE 
§ 1692 D ANY CONDUCT THE NATURAL CONSEQUENCE OF WHICH IS TO HARASS, OPPRESS, 
OR ABUSE ANY PERSON. 


STER N¥Y.1O& 


/ 


23 PM Sa 


Wi STC I 


26 DEC 


PERSONAL 
CONFIDENTIAL 


MIRIAM SNYDER 
3230 CRUGER AVE APT 6B 
Bronx, NY 10467 


Ply tftfeltyyffoyytaglonghoofpvogffobyogtytfugfeef pot 
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EXHIBIT 4 
COHEN’S REPLICATED ORGANIZED FRAUD ON THE COURTS AND ALLEGED DEFENDANT 
SUMMONS STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS EXPIRED OVER 120 DAYS WITH NO SERVICE 
SUMMONS DATED AUGUST 7 AND 25, 2023, IMPROPER POSTAL SERVICE, DECEMBER 29, 
2023 


DEFECTIVE SUMMONS, NO PLAINTIFF AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT, NO VERIFICATION, 

LACK OF CAPACITY TO SUE: ATTORNEY ACTING AS PLAINTIFF, WITNESS, INJURED PARTY, 
SYNCHRONY BANK, CORPORATION, DEBT COLLECTOR AND ATTORNEY 

FAILURE TO STATE A CAUSE OF ACTION 

ABSENCE OF A NECESSARY PARTY 

PLAINTIFF’S COMPLAINT HAS NO REAL PARTY IN INTEREST AND NO INJURED PARTY 

NO AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE ANYWHERE 


AK 


AS 


v 
v¥ FRAUDULENT INDEX NUMBER 


CONSUMER CREDIT TRANSACTION 
IMPORTANT!!! YOU ARE BEING SUED!! THIS IS A COURT PAPER - 4 
SUMMONS DON'T THROW IT AWAY!! TALK TO A LAWYER RIGHT AWAY! 
PART OF YOUR PAY CAN BE TAKEN FROM YOU (GARNISHED). IF YOU DO 
NOT BRING THIS TO COURT, OR SEE A LAWYER, YOUR PROPERTY CAN BE 
TAKEN AND YOUR CREDIT RATING CAN BE HURTI! YOU MAY HAVE TO 
PAY OTHER COSTS TOO!!! IF YOU CAN'T PAY FOR YOUR OWN LAWYER 
BRING THESE PAPERS TO TELS COURT RIGHT AWAY. THE CLERK 
(PERSONAL APPEARANCE) WILL HELP YOU!! THIS COMMUNICATION IS 
FROM A DEBT COLLECTOR AND IS AN ATTEMPT TO COLLECT A DEBT. 
ANY INFORMATION OBTAINED WILL BE USED FOR THAT PURPOSE. 


tet Order ote ors 


INDEX NUMBER: 
SYNCHRONY BANK S&S FUE NO. GIi7TSS398 
PLAINTIFF. 
-AGAINST- Su MONS 
MIRIAM SNYDER *"tintilts address: 170 ELECTION RD SUITE 125. 
DEFENDANT. DRAPER. t UT 81020 
The Basis of the Venue Designated ts Defendient's 
Residence 
oes THE ABOVE NAMED DEFENDANT?(S)- YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED to appear ix 
e CIVIL COURT OF THE CITy OF NEW YORK, COUNTY OF BRONX sat the office of F the 
erk of the said Court at 851 GRAND CONCOURSE. BRON es 10451, im the City and State 
of New York. within the time provi yy law as noted belov dto file your answer to the annexed 
complaiat with the clerk: upon your faik tx . jude will be < taken against ye 
sum of $2,172.03 with costs and disbursemen! i ic 


aa August 07. 2023 
Selip & Sty - fanvU, LLP. Attorneys for Plainnif 
s Park Dr_. Woodbury >NY¥ 11797-9004 
6) 3848-8975 ext _ 8991: TTY/TRS:- {516} 422-8500 


c after the proof of service thereof i 
this Court within which to appear and answer 


Defendant to be served: 
MIRIAM SNYDER, 3230 CRIIGER AVE APT 6B, BRONX_NY 10467 


(0 TE YE BONA DAVID COHEN TSG. 
{ODEN 0000 OEE HNO WHE GPO SW A 
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EXHIBIT 5 
COHEN’S SPANISH ORGANIZED FRAUD SUMMONS 
SUMMONS STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS EXPIRED OVER 120 DAYS WITH NO SERVICE 
SUMMONS DATED AUGUST 7 AND 25, 2023, IMPROPER POSTAL SERVICE, DECEMBER 29, 
2023 


DEFECTIVE SUMMONS, NO PLAINTIFF AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT, NO VERIFICATION, 

LACK OF CAPACITY TO SUE: ATTORNEY ACTING AS PLAINTIFF, WITNESS, INJURED PARTY, 
SYNCHRONY BANK, CORPORATION, DEBT COLLECTOR AND ATTORNEY 

FAILURE TO STATE A CAUSE OF ACTION 

ABSENCE OF A NECESSARY PARTY 


PLAINTIFF’S COMPLAINT HAS NO REAL PARTY IN INTEREST AND NO INJURED PARTY 
NO AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE ANYWHERE 


TRANSACCION DE CREDITO DEL CONSUMIDO 
IMPORTANTE! UD.HA SLDO DEMANDADO! ESTE ES UN DOCUMENTO 
LEGAL - UNA CITACION NO LA BOTE! CONSULTE CON SU ABOGADO 
ENSEGUIDA! LE PUEDEN QUITAR PARTE DE SU SALARIO (EMBARGARLO),. 
SI UD. NO SE PRESENTA EN LA CORTE CON ESTA CITACION LE PUEDEN 
CONFISCAR SUS BIENES, (PROPIEDAD) ¥Y PERJUDICAR SU CREDITO! 
TAMBIEN ES POSIBLE QUE TENGA QUE PAGAR OTROS GASTOS LEGALES 
(COSTOS ADDICLONAL.ES)! SI UD. NO TIENE DINERO PARA UN ABOGADO 
TRAIGA ESTOS PAPELES A LA CORTE INMEDIATAMENTE. VENGA EN 
PERSONA Y EL SECRETARIO DE LA CORTE LE AYUDARA. ESTA 
COMUNICACION ES DE UN COBRADOR DE DEUDAS Y ES UN INTENTO DE 
COBRAR UNA DEUDA. CUALQUIER INFORMACION OBTENIDA SERA 
UTILIZADA PARA ESE PROPOSTTO. 


CORTE CIVIL DE LA CIDUDAD DE NUEVA YORK 
CONDADO DE BRONX 
wr nt nn nn INDEX NUMBER: 
SYNC HRONY BANK S&S FILE NO. G1758318 
DEMANDANTE, 
-¥S.- CITACION 
MIRIAM SNYDER La dircccion del demandante: 170 ELECTION RD 
DEMANDADO, SUITE 125, DRAPER, UT $4920 
La Ravon de Haber Designado esta Corte es la 
Resiiencia del Demandado 
AL DEMANDADO ARRIBA MENCIONADO: LISTED ESTA CITADO A COMPARECER EN 
LA CORTE CIVIL. DE LA CIUDAD DE NUEVA YORK, CONDADO DE BRONX a la oficina 
de] jefe principal de dicha Corte en 851 GRAND CONCOURSE, BRONX, NY 10451 en cl 
Condado de BRONX, Ciudad y Estado de Nueva York, dentro del tiempo provisto por lu ley segun 
abajo indicade y 2 presentar su respuesta a kk dcemanda ancxada al jefe de la Corte; si usted no 
cormmparece # coatestar se dictara scntencia contra usted cn la suma de $2,172.03 inclnyende los 
costos de esta accion. 


¥echado: August 07, 2023 


Selip & Stylieneu, LIP, Attomcys for Plaintiff, Abogedos dei Demandante 
Po. Sen SGG+, 159 Crossways Park De.. Woodbury. NY 4k 79F-S004 


Nueva York, usted debe comparecer y respenderia dentro de veinte dias despues de la entrega; o (b) 
si csta citacion cs entregada @ otra persona que no fiicra usted personalmente o si fuera entregada 
sfucra dc la Cmdad de Nueva York, 0 por medio de publicacion, o por otros medios que no fueran 
entrege personal a usted cn la Ciudad de Nueva York, usted Gene treinta dias para compurecer y 
responder la demunda, despues de huberse presentado prucha de catrega de Ia citacion al jefe de esta 
Corte, 


Demandado citado: 
MIRIAM SNYDER, 3230 CRUGER AVE APT 6B, BRONX, NY 10467 
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EXHIBIT 6 
COHENS REPLICATED ORGANIZED FRAUD ON THE COURTS AND ALLEGED DEFENDANT 
SUMMONS STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS EXPIRED OVER 120 DAYS WITH NO SERVICE 
SUMMONS DATED AUGUST 7 AND 25, 2023, IMPROPER POSTAL SERVICE, DECEMBER 29, 2023 


DEFECTIVE SUMMONS, NO PLAINTIFF AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT, NO VERIFICATION, 

LACK OF CAPACITY TO SUE: ATTORNEY ACTING AS PLAINTIFF, WITNESS, INJURED PARTY, 
SYNCHRONY BANK, CORPORATION, DEBT COLLECTOR AND ATTORNEY 

FAILURE TO STATE A CAUSE OF ACTION 

ABSENCE OF A NECESSARY PARTY 

PLAINTIFF’S COMPLAINT HAS NO REAL PARTY IN INTEREST AND NO INJURED PARTY 

NO AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE ANYWHERE 


NYTHING 


CIVIL COURT OF THE CITY OF NEW YO 
COUNTY OF BRONX 


SYNCHRONY BANE 
PLAINTIFF, INDEX NUMBER 
-AGAINST- S&S FILE NO. Gi75831: 


MIRIAM SNYDER COMIPLAINT 
DEFENDANT 


i Plaintiff ts 2 federal savings bank organized pursuant to federal iew~ 
2 Upon information and belici, the Defendant(s) resides or has an office in the venuc in which this 
action is brought, or the Defendant(s) transacted busincss within the venwe in which this ection is brought, 
either in person or through an agent, and the instant causc of action arose oul of sak transaction. 

3 Based upon « rensonabte inquiry. the Statute of Limitations for the causes of action asserted 
bercin haz not expired. 

FACTS 
4 “A Lowes®® ConsumerCreditCand-brimded revolving credit account (hereafter the "Account”) was 
. of made available in clectranic 


e charpc-off statement i+ attached hereto. Piaimti ff is 


Defendant used the Account and incurred a balance. The lest four digits of the Account numbcr 
on the most recent monthly statement recording a purchasc lramsaction, last payment, or balance teaussfer (the 
ai the balance owed as set rth ip the Last Activity Statement was 
when duc. 
7 Demand for payment of the Account wus made on Defendant, but Dcfendemnt failed to make all 
the required payreecats. The Defendant's last payment was made on or about October 08, 2022 in the amount of 
3100.00_ 
8S. Asaresult of Defendant's default, the Pleinwiff closed the Account and subsequently cleared it off 
an May 31, 2023 m the amount of $2,172.03, as reflect im the attached statemecat 


9. ‘The balence currently duc anf owing is $2,172.08, ilemized as follows: 


Balance due at time of charge-off- 
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EXHIBIT 7 


. Any assumption of jurisdiction over Affiant and or her property will violate Affiant’s due process rights 
secured under the constitutions of New York State and The United States of America. Furthermore, the 
administrative body, acting as the court, assumption of jurisdiction over Affiant will offend traditional 


notions of fair play and substantial justice and will be inconsistent with due process of law. These are some 
of the reasons, this matter must be dismissed 


¥ _FDCPA § 1692 G(B) COLLECTOR MUST CEASE COLLECTION EFFORTS UNTIL DEBT IS VALIDATED 
¥ 18 USC 2382 “MISPRISION OF TREASON” 


¥  5USC 556(D), 557 AND 706 ONCE DUE PROCESS IS DENIED ALL JURISDICTION CEASES. 


Plus total amount of interest accrued since charge-olf: 


Plus total amount of non-interest charges or fees since charge-o8t- 


Plus total amount of dishonored payments: 
a 


nts and/or credits since charge-oL-: 
Less total amount of payments and/or credits since Charge-o 


AS AND VOR A FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
10. Plaintiff repeats and realleges cach and every allegation contained in the foregoing peragraphs as 
if more fully set for herein 


_ 


as a result of Defendant's breach of the Agreement, and after crediting Defendant for all 


rf i ynt of $2,172 secther with 
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment against Defendant(s) in the amount of $2,17 2.03 tegether with 
ve , Phaintiti GCncants gr & 
costs and dishurseancots. 
ere Pf hisher knowleas formation, and belief, 
The undersigned attorney hereby certifies that, to the best of his/hez knowledge, infomation : 
Le umddersizZ! formes cab) 
rm er i = vesontation of the within complaiat and thc 
formed after an inquiry reasonable under the circumstances, the presentation of P 


rt Whicse CTCie e not volous as de: ed in part 130-1 of Use es of the Chic .dministrator. 
c 13 th are t in Ee fin Pp -) Lc rales u rm 
cons er sf 


Dated: AUGUST 07, 2023 


YOuRS, ETC. 


By: — 7 _— 
DAVID COHEN ESO. a 

Selip & Stylianou, LLP, Attorneys for Plaintifl _ 
199 Crossways Park Drive, Woodbury, NY 11797-9004 
(516) 686-8991; (B66) 848-8975 ext. 8991; 

S&S File No. GI758318 
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EXHIBIT 8 


nt Information 


how Haber oe 
Acesrh Prat Ques 


pnece rrest be rocmved 
SemeTesS 

Total Minimum Payrent Duet caress 

Poymer Cue Cate: 


by Sr 


S ended, oe oy 11 Aaeet ET oe 


wes. 


Account Surmmery __ 
Prestous Rata & ad 


Mew Ralancs a3 of OS 
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EXHIBIT 9 


Need an extra card? 


Call us at 1-866-448-4367 
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EXHIBIT 10 


Agr T 20% 
oo 


2 yes hese perioral Sows, Sit porate Seats ee Se US See he Seon eee Saree. 
7 Depres stricgonat balances wi Sapiay 9 de Pe oatotoes end repute Sees ee oe Sey Te ore 


sors 


Promotional Purchase Sum 


$2535.74; Fhond Pay Recuces Aye 7 86/K 
The tocres tet 2cydy = pesrotional perchaemis) aes 06 fokowrx 
DEFERRED BITERESTTo wee paying Oger Miword CResges ona Deters 
terest proeaction_ yu ust poy the eniiee appéoobie Puget Amour by Ore 
froencdice Fusion Mate 
FICED PAY RECAUCED £08 Flrd payrents and nodvowd Biased mabe wil accly is 28 
Paget Acneant fated: rniedee avy utpuld riarest Put nar sees axaaaved on tw 
Promsesoes! Dazree) ol. De poration Erotafce Usk 
SQUAL PATING TEREST Eces! peprrecs acd co terert a8 apehy arst oP” 
Aewoarnt 5 pubd in hall. 
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EXHIBIT 12 


MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT OF AFFIANT MIRIAM SNYDER’S MOTION TO DISMISS AND 
COUNTERCLAIM TO DETER ATTORNEY DAVID COHEN’S REPEATED ORGANIZED FRAUD CRIMES, 
CREDITOR IMPERSONATION, AND DEBT COLLECTOR MISCONDUCT 


"Jurisdiction, once challenged, cannot be assumed and must be decided." 
Maine v. Thiboutot, 100 S. Ct. 250 


Cohens v. Virginia, 19 US (6 Wheat) 264, 404, 5 L.Ed 257 (1821): “When a judge acts where he or she does not have 
jurisdiction to act, the judge is engaged in an act or acts of treason.” 


Marbury v. Madison, 5 US 137: “The Constitution of these United States is the supreme law of the land. Any law that is 
repugnant to the Constitution is null and void of law.” 


Morrison v. Coddington, 662 P. 2d. 155, 135 Ariz. 480 (1983): Fraud and deceit may arise from silence where there is a 
duty to speak the truth, as well as from speaking an untruth. In regard to courts of record: “If the court is not in the 
exercise of its general jurisdiction, but of some special statutory jurisdiction, it is as to such proceeding an inferior court, 
and not aided by presumption in favor of jurisdiction.” 


Smith's Leading Cases, 816: In regard to courts of inferior jurisdiction, “if the record does not show upon its face the 
facts necessary to give jurisdiction, they will be presumed not to have existed.” 


U.S. v. Prudden, 424 F.2d. 1021; U.S. v. Tweel, 550 F. 2d. 297, 299, 300 (1977): Silence can only be equated with fraud 
when there is a legal and moral duty to speak or when an inquiry left unanswered would be intentionally misleading. We 
cannot condone this shocking conduct... If that is the case we hope our message is clear. This sort of deception will not be 
tolerated and if this is routine it should be corrected immediately. 


Norman v. Zieber, 3 Or at 202-03: It is interesting to note the repeated references to fraud in the above quotes. 
Therefore, the meaning of fraud should be noted: 


(Emphasis added) —Black’s Law Dictionary Fifth Edition, page 594. 
g 


Then take into account the case of McNally v. U.S., 483 U.S. 350, 371-372, Quoting U.S. v Holzer, 816 F.2d. 304, 307 


Murdock v. Penn., 319 US 105: “No state shall convert a liberty into a privilege, license it, and attach a fee to it.” 


Shuttlesworth v. Birmingham, 373 US 262: “If the state converts a liberty into a privilege, the citizen can engage in the 
right with impunity.” 


USS. v. Bishop, 412 US 346: If you have relied on prior decisions of the supreme Court, you have the perfect defense for 
willfulness. 


Owen v. Independence, 100 S.C.T. 1398, 445 US 622: “ 


Scheuer v. Rhodes, 416 U.S. 232, 1974: Expounds upon Owen Byers v. U.S., 273 U.S. 28 Unlawful search and seizure. 
Your rights must be interpreted in favor of the citizen. 


Boyd v. U.S., 116 U.S. 616: “The court is to protect against any encroachment of Constitutionally secured liberties.” 
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Miranda v. Arizona, 384 U.S. 436: “ 


Norton v. Shelby County, 118 U.S. 425: “ 


Miller v. U.S., 230 F.2d. 486, 489: “The claim and exercise of a Constitutional right cannot be converted into a crime.” 


Brady v. U.S., 397 U.S. 742, 748: “ 


United States v. Sandford, Fed. Case No.16, 221 (C.Ct.D.C. 1806): “In the early days of our Republic, ‘prosecutor’ was 
simply anyone who voluntarily went before the grand Jury with a complaint.” 


Cooper v. Aaron, 358 U.S. 1, 78 S.Ct. 1401 (1958): “No state legislator or executive or judicial officer can war against the 
Constitution without violating his undertaking to support it.” 


“A bill of attainder is defined to be ‘a legislative Act which inflects punishment without judicial trial’” 


“,..where the legislative body exercises the office of judge, and assumes judicial magistracy, and pronounces on the guilt 
of a party without any of the forms or safeguards of a trial and fixes the punishment.” 


In re De Giacomo, (1874) 12 Blatchf. (U.S.): 391, 7 Fed. Cas No. 3,747, citing Cummings v. Missouri, (1866) 4 Wall, 
(U.S.) 323. US v. Will, 449 US 200,216, 101 S Ct, 471, 66 L.Ed2nd 392, 406 (1980) 


Mattox v. U.S., 156 US 237, 243: “We are bound to interpret the Constitution in the light of the law as it existed at the 
time it was adopted.” 


S. Carolina v. U.S., 199 U.S. 437, 448 (1905): “The Constitution is a written instrument. As such, its meaning does not 
alter. That which it meant when it was adopted, it means now.” 


United States v. Cruikshank, 92 U.S. 542 (1876): “The people of the United States resident within any State are subject 
to two governments: one State, and the other National, but there need be no conflict between the two.” 


eae v. American Press Co., 56 S.Ct. 444, 446, 297 U.S. 233, 80 L.Ed 660: “Freedom in enjoyment and use of all of 


ARGERSINGER v. HAMLIN, 407 U.S. 25 (1972): “The right of an indigent defendant in a criminal trial to the 
assistance of counsel, which is guaranteed by the Sixth Amendment... is not governed by the classification of the offense 
or by whether a jury trial is required. No accused may be deprived of his liberty as the result of any criminal 
prosecution, whether felony or misdemeanor, in which he was denied the assistance of counsel.” 
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EXHIBIT 13 
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Crre 


You have successfully submitted your 
complaint! 


A message has been sent to you with instructions on how to track 
your complaint. 
ID FOR COMPLAINT SENT TO SELIP & STYLIANOU, LLP 


240118-13033858 
Print a copy of this complaint 


FTC 
PRINT NOW : 
the FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 
i) ReportFraud.ftc.gov FTC Report Number 


168618762 


Consumer Report To The FTC 


The FTC cannot resolve individual complaints, but we can provide information about next steps to take. We share your report with local, 
state, federal, and foreign law enforcement partners. Your report might be used to investigate cases in a legal proceeding. Please read 
our Privacy Policy to learn how we protect your personal information, and when we share it outside the FTC. 


About you 
Name: MIRIAM SNYDER Email: mirisni@aol.com 
Address: 3230 Cruger Ave 6B Phone: 929-312-9411 


City: Bronx State: New York Zip Code: 10467--641 


Country: USA 


What happened 


PLEASE SEE DAVID COHENS REPEATED CRIMINAL IMPERSONATION OF A CREDITOR CRIMES AT: POSTED AT 
https://drive.google.com/file/d/19-AUn6rV6-vC90GmusrisNIZQABjJBNj9/view?usp=sharing 


How it started 
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NY ATTORNEY GENERAL 


Consumer Frauds Complaint 
Form 


Form Successfully Submitted 


Print 


Thank you for your submission to the Office of the New York State Attorney General. Your Intake number is 1-791614392. Your 
complaint will be reviewed as soon as possible, and we will contact you if our office may be able to assist. If you plan to send 
supporting documents, please reply to the confirmation email you receive and attach those files. Be sure to include your Intake 
number as a reference. 


Complaint Bureau 


Bureau Where You Filed Your Complaint Consumer Frauds NYC 


Your Information 


First Name MIRIAM 

Last Name SNYDER 

Your Business/Organization Name PRAYER WARRIORS NEEDED! 
Street Address 3230 CRUGER AVENUE 6B 
Address Line 2 6B 

City/Town BRONX 

State New York 

County New York (Manhattan) 

Zip/Postal Code 10467 

Country UNITED STATES 

Email Address mirisni@aol.com 

Primary Phone Number 929-312-9411 


Alternate Phone Number 


Subject of Your Complaint 


Are you complaining about a person or acompany? Person 


First Name DAVID 
Last Name COHEN 
Street Address 199 CROSSWAYS 
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Address Line 2 
City/Town 
State 
Zip/Postal Code 
Email Address 
Phone Number 


Website 


WOODBURY 
New York 
11797 


516-686-8991 


https://www.seliplaw.com/ 


Additional Complaint Information 


Location of 
Incident/Transaction 
Date of 
Incident/Transaction 
Name of Product or 
Service 

Cost of Product or 
Service 


Method of Payment 


Complaint Description 


Did you sign a contract? 


Was product or service 
advertised? 

Have you already 
complained to 
company/individual? 


NYC 
12/29/2023 
CRIMINAL IMPERSONATION OF A CREDITOR 


FILING FRIVILOUS LAWSUITS TO HARASS CONSUMERS, CRIMINAL 
IMPERSONATION OF CREDITORS AND REPEATED CRIMES BECAUSE OF LACk 
OF PROSECUTION POSTED AT: https://drive.google.com/file/d/19-AUn6rV6- 
vC90GmusrisNIZQABjBNj9/view?usp=sharing6. | have no business relation with 
the alleged Plaintiff Attorney Cohen, Attorney Registration No. 1661263, who is a 
NYS sanctioned for MISCONDUCT debt collector attorney. Please see exhibit 2. 
He is a stranger | have no business with. He is scamming the court system by 
acting as Plaintiff, Plaintiff owner, witness, attorney, injured party, and debt 
collector. 7. There is no valid complaint or summons in this matter. | have an 
expired statute of limitations Summons. The Summons was mailed to me after 12( 
days, it was allegedly filed August 25, 2023, and was mailed to me December 26, 
2023, and received by mail December 29, 2023. Such improper service is objectec 
to and is over the 120 days SUMMONS statute of limitations. Please see the 
Plaintiff expired summons filed in this matter at exhibit 4. Please see the summons 
envelope showing the commencing of this expired summons lawsuit December 26 
2023, at exhibit 3. 8. | have not been served any summons and complaint 
regarding this matter. There is no proper service. 9. On December 29, 2023, | 
received via US Postal Mail, the expired over 120 days alleged Plaintiff's Summon. 
to this matter and the organized fraud complaint attached, with no verification, no 
affidavit, no sworn statement, no real party in interest, no testimony, no standing, 
and no jurisdiction. 


No 
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Has matter been 
submitted to another No 
agency or attorney? 


Is court action pending? = yeac 


Describe court action, POSTED AT: https://drive.google.com/file/d/19-AUn6rV6- 
including venue vC90GmusrisNIZQABjBNj9/view?usp=sharing 


What form of relief are 


you seeking, e.g., refund, ENFORCEMENT OF COUNTERCLAIM 


credit, exchange, repair? 


Manufacturer of Product SELIP & STYLIANOU, LLP 


Street Address 199 CROSSWAYS PARK DRIVE 
City/Town WOODBURY 

State/Town New York 

Zip/Postal Code 11797 

Product Model or Serial 

Number 


Warranty Expiration Date 


Did Business Arrange 
Financing? No 
Documents 


Document Name Document Type Document Size 


NOTARIZED POSTED FINAL 
JANUARY 2024 SYNCHRONY pdf 4.67MB 
MOTION TO DISMISS 


In filing this complaint, | understand that: 


The Attorney General is not the complainant’s private lawyer. The Attorney General is a public servar 
public from illegal or misleading practices. This complaint does not mean that the Attorney General wi 
the complainant. 

The Attorney General cannot give me legal advice or represent me in court. If | have any questions ak 
or responsibilities, | should contact a private lawyer. 

The Attorney General may send a copy of my complaint, and any documents | provide, to the person 
mention in my complaint. | give that person or organization permission to provide information about m 
Attorney General. 

The Attorney General may use information from my complaint to show that the law has been broken. 
The Attorney General works with other government agencies at the state, local, and federal levels to i 
complaints and with the police. The Attorney General may share my complaint with these agencies. 


| affirm this 18th day of January, 2024, under the penalties of perjury under the laws of New York, which may include a fine or 
imprisonment that: 


e my complaint is true; 


e any documents attached are true and accurate copies of the original; and 
e understand that this document may be filed in an action or proceeding in a court of law. 


36 


Signature MIRIAM SNYDER 
Date of submission 01/18/2024 
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